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and nutritive grains. It was obvious that when a tribe
lost their cattle through an epidemic or because a stronger
tribe took their herds, they would fall back on this in-
cipient agriculture ; or perhaps some region of exuberant
fertility invited them to profit by it. If such a change
gave the women a temporary importance and perhaps
even a show of superiority, this did not and could not
last. Men were stronger and quite naturally appropriated
the fruits as well as the rights. For it was not economics
or the mode of production, but bodily strength and
physical superiority that enforced the law.
It is a fact that the great majority of agricultural
tribes and nations do not treat their women any better
than the nomadic tribes do. With most African tribes,
woman was and is no better than a slave. Among the
Romans as well as among the ancient Germans her legal
position, at least, was that of a slave. In all eastern
countries, woman tills and cultivates the land to this
day, yet we do not find that her work has conferred upon
her any rights or honours. In some parts of the Bal-
kans, woman is to this day bound to kiss her husband's
hand.
A further objection to Cunow is that the regular
occupation of women in the Alpine countries, in Norway
and in many other regions, proves that woman is very
capable of assisting in cattle-breeding and even of
taking a leading position in this branch of economics.
If, therefore, a great many nomad tribes excluded her
from taking any part in it, there must have been other
reasons for such treatment. The -main fact, however,
is that in agricultural nations woman does the principal
work and is despised; in nomad tribes she is strictly
forbidden to join in the work and is ^Iso despised. The